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THIS REPORT MAY NOT REFLECT ALL INFORMATION, DOCUMENTS, OR OTHER MATERIALS MADE AVAILABLE TO OFFICIALS DURING DISCUSSION AND PUBLIC INPUT. 
STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ARE BASED ON TECHNICAL REVIEW OF CITY CODE AND MATERIALS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT AT TIME OF SUBMITTAL. ALL REQUESTS 

SHOULD BE CONSIDERED WITH REGARD TO THE HEALTH, SAFETY, AND GENERAL WELFARE OF THE PUBLIC. 

 
MEETING DATE 

OCTOBER 28, 2020 
 

TO: HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION 
 
RE: STAFF SUMMARY REPORT 
 CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – 112 S. 1st Street  
 
STAFF: ETHAN HUNTER, CITY PLANNER 
 
REQUEST DETAILS 

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 112 S. 1st Street 

APPLICANT/REPRESENTATIVE: OZ Art LLC / Elizabeth Miller 

PROPERTY OWNER: Figure 11 LLC 

COA SCOPE OF WORK: Category II 

NATURE OF REQUEST: Approval of Certificate of Appropriateness 

RELEVANT DESIGN GUIDELINES: 6.7; 6.20; 6.31 

AUTHORITY: Ch. 24, Rogers Code of Ordinances 

 
SUMMARY 

This request is to allow the installation of an 800-sf vinyl artwork on the northern façade of the subject building (interior to 
Centennial Park). The 20-ft by 40-ft artwork would be stretched across an aluminum billboard frame affixed to the façade using 
lag screws and lead anchors. Staff finds this proposal to be appropriate with regard to the Design Guidelines and ongoing 
downtown revitalization efforts. 
 
Community Development recommends approval of this request as presented. 
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STAFF REVIEW 

1. HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION CONSIDERATIONS PER SEC. 24-6(d): 
a) The Rogers Commercial Historic District design guidelines; 
b) Applicable state law; 
c) The considerations listed under section 24-1 of the Code of Ordinances; 
d) The architectural or historic value or significance of a building and its relationship to the surrounding area; 
e) The general compatibility of proposed changes with the surrounding area; 
f) If the proposed work is new construction or an addition to an existing building, whether it is compatible with the existing 

neighborhood and area of influence; 
g) If the proposed work is an addition to an existing building or structure, whether it complements the design of the existing 

building or structure; 
h) The general compatibility of the proposed changes with the existing building or structure, including without limitation 

the following factors considered in relation to the building's area of influence: Siting; Height; Proportion; Rhythm; Roof 
area; Entrance area; Wall areas; Detailing; Facade; Scale; and Massing; 

i) Whether restoration, rehabilitation, renovation, preservation, alteration, construction, moving or demolition of 
buildings, structures, or appurtenant fixtures involved will be appropriate to the preservation of the historic district; 

j) If the proposed work is a contemporary design, whether it respects and relates to the special character of the district; 
k) Any other factor relevant to maintaining the historical integrity of the historic district. 

 
2. ARCHITECTURAL BACKGROUND: 

The subject building was built in 1894 in the Italianate vernacular style. Key characteristics of this style include double-hung, 
narrow windows, decorative window hoods, ornate eave treatments and quoins on building corners, front door transoms, 
protruding sills, flat roofs, and cresting along roof ridges. 
 

3. COMPATIBILITY WITH DESIGN GUIDELINES:  
a) 6.7 (Brick, Masonry, & Sealers): The proposed project must comply with these guidelines for treating the existing brick 

façades. 
b) 6.20 (Murals & Public Art): The proposed project complies with these guidelines.  
c) 6.31 (Walls): The proposed project complies with these guidelines. While the installation technically obscures “original” 

façade materials, the northern façade was not visible until 1978 when the building that once occupied Centennial Park 
burned down. Thus, the features of this specific façade are not especially significant and would not be permanently 
altered by this proposal. 
 

4. PUBLIC INPUT RECEIVED:  
Staff has not received supporting or opposing comments to date. 

 
5. RECOMMENDATIONS:  

a) Approve request as presented. 
 

/signed/ 
         

Ethan Hunter, City Planner     
City of Rogers Planning Division     
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SUGGESTED MOTIONS 
1. IF APPROVING:  

“Move to approve the request as presented.” 
2. IF APPROVING SUBJECT TO OTHER ACTIONS:  

“Move to approve the request subject to [conditions or contingencies].” 
3. IF DENYING:  

“Move to deny the request.” 
4. IF TABLING:  

“Move to table the request [indefinite or date certain].” 
 
TABS 

1. Vicinity maps/photos 
2. COA application 










